N

/ :

congested and the marginrbf safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and radio equipment. It is a sizable
industry that must be saved form these detrimental FCC actions.
The hobby provides many hours on enjoyment to hundreds of
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancements and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out it's proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because
the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going

into effect.

Sincerely,




RECEIVED
MAR 9 1993

EUEHAL GUMMUNIGATIONS CUMMISSION
16 Key St.
Eastport ME 04631
2-8-93

Senator George Mitchell
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20S1S

Dear Senator,

With reference to PR Docket 92-235, concerning proposed
regulation changes by the Federal Communications Commission,
if this proposal goes through, it will result in the 1loss of at
least half of the frequencies now allocated for the use of Radio
Control hobbyists, which have only recently been won after years
of long hard struggle.

Should this proposal be effected, half our channels will
become unusable, making our hobby much less enjoyable, and
probably unsafe. Allowing users of cellular phones and other
mobile devices on these channels will cause interference in the
control of our aircraft and boats which could be disastrous, both
from a safety point of view, and also from a financial one.

Many of those people 1in this hobby have a considerable
financial investment in their equipment, and I for one would be
unable to replace such a major investment, which has taken me
years to assemble. I am sure that many folks like me would be
put out of a hobby which we have practiced over most of our
lifetimes, and given the current hard economic situation, this
proposal would wipe us out. '

I am therefore asking for your support and assistance in
helping to defeat this proposal, as it seems very unfair to allow
one segment of the populace to benefit at the expense of another.

S1ncere1y,<{<>

Walter E. Emery




31 January 1993 RECEWED

‘MAR 9 1995

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIOR 3 UummiSSION
I am very concerned about the proposed rule that i&FREFBEREINF under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235, If adopted, the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model
use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

The Honorable George Mitchell
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Mitchell:

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio-control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use
of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the
50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by
hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property.Many of out safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly reduced.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radio, but we have considerable investment in our
models and in our radic equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must
be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of 26 February 1993, after which it may become more difficult
to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely, &22524// :
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either yse interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the S0
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margm of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoymcnt of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

foor__
Pecer. C-Vickaz piar)
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MAR 9 1998 32 Sheldon St. #8
Farmingdale, Maine 04344
FEDERAL COMUNCATIOS COMMSION gy 1y 71993
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
The Honorable George Mitchell
United States Senate
Washington DC. 20510

Dear Senator Mitchell,

I am very concerned about the rules being proposed in PR Docket 92-235.
If adopted, these new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accident liability for
controlling radio controlled model aircraft.

The frequencies in question, in the 72-76 MHz band, are also shared by
mobile dispatch operations. The frequencies are now far enough apart as to pose
no problems. If passed, Docket 92-235 will place new frequencies close enough
to those assigned to radio control models as to pose a significant and perhaps
fatal risk. If passed, only 19 of the present frequencies will remain available for
the millions of R/C modelers.

Many model airplanes have wingspans of 10 feet or more, can weigh in
excess of 50 pounds, and exceed speeds of 100 miles per hour. It is plain to
see that an out of control aircraft of this nature, or one significantly smaller in
size, with an "11 inch rotary knife" spinning at 12,000 r.p.m. is capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, and even death. Modelers go to great
lengths to assure the safety of pilots, spectators, and personal property alike
and are governed by an already extensive set of rules at the national leverl, not
withstanding the rules imposed by the local clubs.

If only 19 frequencies remain for our use, the degree of congestion will
greatly reduce the margin of safety we strive to create. Please help me to
continue safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out it's
proposal for Docket 92-235.

Singerly Concerned,

Nicholas M. Rende




RECEWED
MAR 9 (995

FEDERAL GUMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION February 6, 1993
The Honorable George Mi t cheQFHCEOF THE SECRETARY
United States Senate
Washington
District of Columbia 20510

Dear Senator Mitchell:
Re: PR Docket 92-235

Please do not implement the proposed changes to PART 95
affecting the operation of RC bands 72 and 75. I believe
there are very significant public safety and health hazards
that will be adversely impacted by this proposal.

I personally have been involved in design, construction,
flight and public education about Radio Controlled Model
Aircraft since 1958. During these years there have been
multiple technological changes that we have been forced to
implement and later discard; a.) operate only type accepted
equipment which prohibited me from continuing own electronic
design and building, b.) obtain fixed base licence, c.)
change band frequencies because of mandatory sharing with
Citizens' Band, d.) and most recently as 1991 requiring
narrow banding transmitters and receivers. So far other than
the personal expense involved which has been on order of $500
per change none of these requirements have had the personal
and public safety impact that 92-235 would impose.

We routinely are invited to perform PUBLIC
demonstrations before such groups as BOY SCOUTS MAINE
JAMBOREE 1991, GREAT STATE OF MAINE AIRSHOWS for the past
four seasons, MAINE MODELERS EXPOSITION, BRUNSWICK NURSING
HOME, and many others. Some of these events have audiences in
excess of 50,000 public attendees; and in the case of BNAS
shows military aircraft on display worth multiple millions of
dollars. Our safety record to date has been exemplary. I am
very fearful of any proposal that might adversely affedc¢t
frequency interference rendering 5 to 25 pound model aircraft
to literally become uncontrollable flying battering rams.

Although only a small portion of the population is
directly involved with Radio Control model aircraft, the
general population certainly enjoys direct and indirect
benefits derived from modeling. I refer to helicopter control
systems, vacuum bagging, composite construction techniques,
cyanoacrylate bonding agents, home-built aircraft interest,
and even the VOYAGER around the world flight project which
have all had very significant foundations and support based
on model aircraft interests.

I urge that safe Radio Control model environment be

maintained. .
Sincerely
L&uq‘,g\d. &
Edward Schmidtw

22 Magean Street
Brunswick, ME 04011
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W
DEAR SENATOR MITCHEL, g;ow&%’“&“&%swﬂm

I am a RETIRED SENIOR CHIEF PETTY OFFICER. I am employed by
MEASUREX CORP. as a field representative and am assigned to BOISE
CASCADE, RUMFORD,ME. My work while interesting and not physically
demanding, is, however very stressful. I relieve my tensions thru my
hobby, building an flying radio control model airplanes. I am and have
been secretary of the SKYSTREAKERS R/C CLUB for 7 years. We have over
100 members, men women and youngsters,our ages range from 6 to 90 years.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION (FCC). The
proceeding is PR DOCKET 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usable frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attending liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 -76 MHZ band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enocugh apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more laand mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths an rearrange the band plan. As
a resultmany land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that otf the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes only 19 frequencies will be left if
these rules are adopted. THE FCC IS VOTING ON THIS FEB 26. They did not
give us much time to make known our objections!

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of radio control frequencies. If the
number of useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly reduced.

Please understand that these model airplanes can have wingspans
of 10 feet and weigh as much as 40 pounds. The aircraft I build range
from 5 to 8 foot wingspan and weigh from 5 to 20 pounds. The fastest
can exceed 90 mph. The models are expensive to build; but more to the
point they are capabile of causing property damage, serious injury, or
even death if radio interference causes the operator to loose control
of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundereds of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environment.




I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our radio
equipment. I built two of my radios, one of which, has a computer in
it. The hobby/sport provides many hours of enjoyment to many thousands
of people like myself.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my life long
pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal for the 72 -
76 MHZ band.

Joseph R. Mc Vay FTCS USN RET.
PO BOX 191
DIXFIELD,ME 04224
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February 1. 1993

The Honorable George J. Mitchell
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: PR Docket 92-235
Dear Congressman,

I am an active hobbyist in the sport of model radio controlled airplanes. I have been
informed by the Academy of Model Aeronautics of the proposed FCC rule changes that
could adversely effect my hobby.

The proposed rule changes could seriously effect the safety aspect of my flying which is
whyv [ am writing to help convince vou to use vour influence to have this rule change
canceled.

The proposed FCC rule change is to add radio frequencies so close to the frequencies we
currently use there could be interterence. This interference could cause loss of control of
the plane and result in a crash. We are very careful to check with scanners now for
interterence betore we start flying. As the new proposed frequencies are to be designated
"mobile" (cellular phones) we would never be able to detect the interterence before starting
to fly. As the mobile transmitters are 4 time more powerful than the ones we use, they
would simplv overpower our radio systems and cause a crash.

I have a significant amount of money invested in radio equipment which aliosvs me to have
some fun in this hobby and do it safely. The airplanes that I fly as well as nearly 100,000
others can weight up to 25 pounds and fly at over 100 mph. Flving sites are. on gccasion,
near the public roadways and housing. Spectators at the flying sites are always a common
occurrence.

As you can see, safety must be and is our highest concern. [ urge you to get the FCC to
find the additional frequencies they need elsewhere.

Sincerely,

porn St it

Kenneth A. Baker
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The Honorable George Mitchell } ﬁ/!im
United States Senate MAR 9 1993
washington, D.C. 20510

FEDERAL COMMUNICATICNS COMMISSION
Dear Senator Mitchell, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I just heard, to my great dismay, about the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making in PR Docket 92-235 which would replace Part 90 of the rules with
Part 88.

This proposed rule is being considered by the FCC and if adopted
would greatly reduce the amount of frequency space for SAFE use of Radio
controlled models.

I have been an R/C pilot for 2 1/2 years and they have been
wonderful years. The hobby has greatly enhanced the quality of my life.
I'm proud and pleased to say that it is only within the past few years
that women have begun to participate in this mostly male dominated
hobby. Myself and quite afew other women I know are growing and being
exposed to areas of learning not easily available to women -
electronics, woodworking, mechanics, hand/eye coordination and more. It
would be more than a shame to crowd the frequencies, make the hobby less

safe and discourage more people from joining in the possibilities that
R/C modeling provides.

I currently have 7 Transmitters (radios) and complimentary
receivers which would be unusable if this frequency assignment is
adopted. This represents alot of money. I have ten radio controlled
planes which I have built and fly. I patronize three local hobby shops

which would be hurt by the proposal - very possibly to the breaking
point.

I am a member of a local club, the R/C Gulls, and we are especially
concerned with safety of those flying and our spectators which- are
numerous. We have a safety officer and all new, as well as old members,
are constantly instructed in the protocol which coordinates our use of
the available frequencies. This is extremely important to the safe use
of these planes. Some of mine are over 20 lbs, with wing spans of over
8 feet. These engines are not toys and can fly over 100 mph. We take
this pursuit seriously and we have an incredibly good time doing it.

Please take heed and DO NOT ALLOW the FCC to carry out its proposal
PR DOCRET 92-235. We need your help.

Most sincerely,

LV 2 v e~ U T
VIRGINIA PUMMER

HC 64, BOX 437, RT 172
BLUE HILL, ME 94614
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RR 5 Box 214D REQEJ\!ED
Gorham, Me. 04038
WAR 9 1993

The Honorable George Mitchell

United States Senate 1€ COMMISSION
ehi FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
Washington, D.C. 2050} FEDE! OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Cear Sir; Hoé8Y

have been deeply involved in the model aviation,for as
long as I can remember, (at least 45 years). In that time I have
received countless hours of enjoyment from my hobby.I also have
thousands of dollars invested and would hate to have to give it
up.

I ain very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and i increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from

the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Mow the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
Landwidihs and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio coatrul frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
Irequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
lefi if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Plcase undeistand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh-as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but morc to the point, they are capable of
cansing propeity danage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators

participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
cnvironment.

[ do not think it 1s wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operaling conditions of land mobile radio
users at ihe expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users ol radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Howard Kennedy,Jr
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The Honorable George J. Mitchell :
United States Senate MAR 9 1993

Washington, D. G. 20510
ashington, 5 FEDERAL COMMUNIGAT kS UmasisdiON
Dear Senator: OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment fpom constructing and oper=-
ating radio controlled model airplanes, I have been interested in aviation as long
as I can remember and am very active in a local clube. I am also an active in local
and statewide cometition., I have, at the present time, six radios which may be made
obsolete by this new proposal.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

1. 0 rebuffc

8 Robinson, St.,
Houlton, ME OL730
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31 January 1993
The Honorable George Mitchell WAR 9 1993
U.8. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Mitchell: “W§$?§“ﬁ§mam

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model
use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio-control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use
of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the
50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by
hobbyists. 1In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property.Many of out safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly reduced.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radio, but we have considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must
be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of 26 February 1993, after which it may become more difficult
to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,

;:23/12:22:”" (e
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RR # 2 Box 3610
Bryant Pond, ME
February 1, 1993

The Honorable George Mitchell:
U.S5. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Mitchell:

I have been interested in all aspects of aviation
since I was a child and I have been a model airplane
hobbyist for 25 years. I have derived many enjoyable hours
of relaxation while constructing and operating radio
controlled aircraft.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC), the proceeding PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies
in this band are far enough apart from the mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other..

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radioc control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we
go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our
safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use
of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.




Please understand that many model airplanes have wing
spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds.
The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to
the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes
the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve
the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the
FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to halt these proposals from going
into effect.

Sincerely,

Jf}aaqh?/;gakvzu;;,dﬁz.

David Marin, Sr.
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U.S. Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510 FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMISSION

OFFICE OF THE SECATTARY
Dear Mr. Mitchell:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Commission is considering an action that may severely limit and even may
eliminate a hobby that I have recently become involved with, building and
flying model airplanes. '

The FCC's (Federal Communications Commission) notice of a proposed
change in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 rule with a new Part 88. The Part
90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft by keeping a 10 Khz spacing between
commercial users and frequencies used by R/C hobbyists. The new Part 88 will
allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 Mhz band
and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhz band now used by hobbyists.

This action will create a severe problem for the people involved in
our hobby. The loss of expensive equipment let alone the safety factors
involved for the pilot and spectators could be devastating.

Please help us keep the Part 90 rule, thus keeping R/C flying safe and

enjoyable.
derely,
~ /

Jim Califano
29 Forbes Lane
windham, ME 04062 -

Thank you for your consideration.
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Near Senator Mitchell:

Enclosed pleace find s copy of two letters I received +today. They should
be self-explanatory and my comments foallow?

It would seem to me.,even though 1 have been retired nouw some Ffewu
vears . that this praoposed rule making will cause a lot of problems
including what could be considered restraint of trade and/ or the right of
free speech,

From wmhere 1 stand.,as an interested obserwver ,that there is a group who
want to sew up the mobile radioc user into & hno Wwin situation . . he cannot
cantral his oun radic husiness be it provider of seruvices or end user.

You will note a paragraph stating that very little camment from +the small
husiness graup HWas received.This is usually the case in something like
thics and after the item hase been implimented and the s=mall guy has his

toes stamped an then he wakKes up and it is too late to do anvthing about
it.

This rule makKing will nat affect me as I am out of the mobile radic
bus iness but I weuld not like toc see this happen ta the peaple 1 Knaw are
trving to make a go «f it in the small business categary ,hape vou can do
same thing zhout it before it is too late. -

Very truly vaurs,

C.E.ldatsao —
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MATTHEW F. DYER _ wmmmascmmsaw Home - (207) 623-2793
18 Duncan Road ‘EDE“%MQHHESE%EW" Office - (207) 623-5088
Augusta, Maine 04330-5906 Telecopier - (207) 622-6091

January 29, 1993

Hon. George Mitchell
United States Senate
WAshington, D.C. 20510

Re: FCC Proposed Rule
PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Mitchell, -

With all of the weighty matters facing the Congress, this issue may seem like one not
demanding much attention. But, it does.

Ever since I was growing up in the ’50’s, I have enjoyed building and flying model
airplanes (with time off for service in the U.S.Army in Vietnam, college, law school, and the
early years of practice as a prosecutor). My son and I derive much enjoyment pursuing our
hobby of flying radio controlled model airplanes. We are both members of the Academy of
Model Aeronautics (AMA 447711 and 447712 respectively, which shows the large number
of radio control modelers out there).

This rule poses a threat to that pursuit. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce
the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band. This band is primarily
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if this new rule is adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our
safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies.
If the number of usable frequencies is reduced by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.



Please understand that many model] airplanes have wingspans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to
the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the model aircraft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need
the use of our full complement of frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may think that
we are not as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio control equipment. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry, to say nothing of it providing a wholesome
activity for thousands of our youth.

Please help us continue the safe enjoyment of our pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Thank you for your attention and consideration.

Very truly yours,

pc: Vince Mankowski, Executive Director, Academy of Model Aeronautics




Dr. Peter Flanagan
6 Ottawa Woods Road
Scarborough, Maine 04074
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